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adjusted1." In view of the position assumed by the
recent Administration of President Arthur, it is needful
to point out' clearly that in 1860 the United States
claimed no exclusive control of the inter-oceanic routes,
but all their activity was directed towards dislodging
Great Britain from certain points of vantage, which they
held would have enabled her to exercise such a control.
Having done this, they were perfectly satisfied with the
treaty, and with their own position under it.

As a further proof that both the contracting parties
were contqnt to abide by the provisions of the treaty
when the territorial disputes were settled, we may
mention the fact that each of them negotiated from time
to time with other powers, in order to secure freedom of
passage across the isthmus for the commerce of all nations,
both in peace and war. Great Britain led the way by
her treaty with Honduras in 1856. In this instrument
she guaranteed "positively and efficaciously the entire
neutrality" of a projected inter-oceanic railway through
the territory of that Republic, on condition that it should
be at all times free to her subjects for all lawful purposes,
without oppressive exactions or discriminating tolls : but
as the railway wras never made, the rights and obligations
contemplated by the treaty did not come into existence.
Our treaty of February, 1860, with Nicaragua contained
similar provisions, as did also that negotiated between
the United States and Honduras in 1864, and that
between the same power and Nicaragua in 1867. The
latter instrument not only pledged the American Govern-
ment to guarantee the neutrality of all Nicaraguan routes
between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, but also bound

1 Message of President Buchanan, Dec. 3, 1860.